
relatiawhip ~ween broIdcast eJq)OSUXe and gate l'eCeipts,Cut~ that
~ rece:J.pts am mom ~fected by the win/lOSS :record of the team.
lDA further~ts that the C'~:lssion's ....ion that sports entities
leek to, maximize their overall' net revenues is lime di~ly applicable to
prof_iOl)ll sports, and..-z:utbat the priaty conoem of college
ath1eti~is often with the publicity that results fran media carriage of
events. BW estimates that approximately 17 percent Of, its athletic
dBpart:zl81t revenue is generated by the sale of broIdcast ri9hts, and!CU

. subnits that televisioo coverage 'of its games has not red!x:ed qate
receipts .128 The tk1iversity of Pitt~ anticipates that for the 1993-94
seascm,~y 27 percent ot its Athletic Department. xevenue will cane
fran tbe sale of broIdcast or other meclia distribution rights. It also
.~ t;.natfootball gate'xeceipts' will account for 8R>roximately 25 percent
of the dep$rt:ment's -?' Whfle basketball qate receipts 'will be about 10
percent of, the total. .

2.Collega foatbeJ J

'. .56. '!be pi:'CIDotioo and· regW.&tion·of college football is primarily
governed by the lDA. lQA'institutions sponsor~ely 600 football
teI!IJ8, classified as Divisida I-A, I-M, II or III. lOA suQnits that there
are 107 Division I-A instituticas, 88 Division I-M institutiClNJ, 129
Division II institutions and 229 Division III institutions. '!be lOA

. fOOtD.all scbedule typically inCludes 11 gamesbeld 00 .saturdays fran early
sept4l\t')er throuIJb late Noveiaror early Decerber. Ger1erally, ha11e arx1 away
gaaesare dividec1 evenly cl1ring the~ season and neutral sites are used
for the final round ot CQII)etitioo. For Division I-A football, post-season
p~y <:alBists of 18 bowl gIIIt8S' coordinated'by a coalition of 5 cooferences, 4
bowls~ ,',Qn8additicnal university. H:'AA does not spcIlSOr, a Divisioo I-A
football chanpicmhip. For Divisicns I-AA, lIard III, the lCMspoosors
natiooal chanpionships whereby 16 conference 'ions in each Division
participate in single-elJminatioo tournaments.

57.. .,~has no inwlwrnent in the televisioo contracts for regular
seaSQ1 ;footpall g8IIle8 ~ Rights to iJ,l-season intercollegiate athletic~1
are marketed by individual institutl.oos,con:ferences and other consortia.

126~ oamments at 15-18~

127 lsS. at 4-5.

128 Brigbam Young university P4!ply at 1; !CU Reply at 1.

129 adversity of Pittsbw:9h Ccliitents at 1-2.

130 lOA caments at 8-12.

131 ls;l. at 3 n.3. Rights to bowl games are marketed by bowl earmittees,
although lOA certifies" bowl games as confoming' to the conditions
established by lOA meai:)ers. ls;l. lOA su1:Jni.ts that nine of this past
season's bowl games were carried on national broadcast networks and eight
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'lbe College Football Association is one such consortiun. CFA, which acts as
a pccgxam packager for 67 universities, consists of seven constituent groups
involving si~LCQnferenoesand ot:t.r schools that do not belong to a
confemnce.~ Each coostit'*lt gxoup aR?Qints a representati~ to serve on
the CFA Televlsion Ccmfti.ttee, which drafts a voluntary Television Plan. The
CUX'%Wlt C!'A Television Plan ~des .that .m: and ESPN. have a right of ~j.rst

refusal for games played by CJ'A merrtlers. The (:FA contracts. with ABC and p;spN
cowr the 1991 thrQugh 1995 seaeons. CFA will receive $300 million ...- $175
million fran~ and $125 milliQl'l fran~. CFA estimates that in 1993, ABC
wiJ.I televise 35 games and ESPN will televise 27 games. ~ is' :pexmittedto
televise a mininun .. Of 25 and a maxinun of 35 games each season, and ESPN has
the right to televise 27 or 28 • Per season. There are no hare .blackout
restrictions in either contract. . '..

58. Rights to games not selected by either ABC or ESPN revert back to
the institution.CFA ment:let' institutions are pennitted to televise their
games without geographical restriction provided that the games begin Pot,
later than 1~:10 PM local tilDe (with the exception that such games may not be
~ld to ~, .~ or Fox Network).. In addition to the qportunity, to "
telecast gamE!S live, CFA 1DI!!IIlb!rs may show their games on a .delayed~is.on
saturdays beginni.ng at 11 PM EST. CFA meni::lers may also~~ to teleca$
games on a point-to-point basis seJ;Ving the hale markets o~ the partj.cipating
teams, and on par,per-view or closed circuit at other t~ during the' day,
including those time periods when ABC or ESPN may. be televising games f:ran
the C'!'A package." CFA sublits that four conferences havearr8nged for a
t~evised package ,in cooperation with syndicators -- the Atlantic Coast
CCX'lference, Big East Conference, Southeastern Conference and SOUthweSt
Conference, and thAt a nuni;)er of individualCFA merct>ers nave made
arrangements to telecast c)ames on a local or' regional basis .134 .

59. uilike their a.rgI.IIIents regaroing other $POrts, 'cannenters that take
issue with the current distribltion of college football games do not contend
that, games,,'previously broadcast have migrated to cable. Rather, camenters'
primary~ with respect. to migration of college football t~,t':!Casts. is
~t preclusive contracts, severely limit the nuroer i3scollege football. games
broadcast by local over-the-air television stations. These preelusive
contract issues are discussed in detail in. section rv, ~.

were carried on cable sports netwOrks. .Is;1. at 12.

132 The <:FA 1DI!Itbership list~ to the CFA carments identifies the
six mefli:)er conferences as the Atlantic coast Conference, the Big East
Conference, the Big Eight Conference, the Southeastern Conference, the
Southwest Conference and the Nes'tern Athletic Conference.

133 CFA carments at 1-2.

134 ,Ig. at 2-3.

135 ~, ~, IN'lV Ccmnents at 6-17; IN'lV ~ly at 9-24; .s= generally,
P~ Peply.
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60. Another matter potentially related to the migration of college
football. fran broadcast to cable televisioo is the teoent AS: pay-per-v!ew
experi,Jnent with ShoNtime Event Televi.sioo. ~ties/AS:nQtes that for the
1992 season, it u.-' regional college football gllDeSava!lable on ..~
,vi_ basis in areas Where such gIIIM would not otherwi8e be aeen en b:oedcast
television. C8pCitieslAB: argues that it endeawrec:l to aelect the~ for
~air broadcast that would have the~ local aA*l1, and ueerts

=:l~~~~the~~O~~~~~r:=s
that the arrangement will provide AEC a new revenue sue.n with which to
PtoduOe' aati.tional packageS of games. Viacan caItends that participatir¥J
schools also benefit fran a new revenue stream, as well as fran the
CRJOrttmity to nurture relationships with geographically dispersed alunm. .137

, 61. Apart fran the abcMI two issues, it appears that there is limited
0CXl0etn that college footbill has migrated fraa broadcast to cable. Indeed,
N:TA. 2lsserts that while national and regional cable networks cover a ·variety
of college football events, the broadcast networks still daninate the major
collegiate oonfet'ences, ~ve the first choice of nationally televised
<J8I8S 'and retain the rights to the major Bowl ganes. tCTA also argues that
ca11'ege football telecasts have increaseci in recent years. It subnits that
as individual scllools began to negotiate their own rights contracts in 1984,
sports svndicators and local broadcasters were flooded with available
games .138 .SUbsequently, tCTA asserts, because the large nurtiJer of games on
television waS·~tly J:educing ticket sales and television ratings, the
rn.Jnb!r of televised games in syndication declined fran about 190 in 1984 to
100 in 1986 and 1987. Pecently, however, N:TA subnits, national broadcast
coverage of college football has increased fran 27 games in 1987 to 67 games
in 1992, and national and

9
regional cable coverage has increased fran 54 games

in 1987 to 192 in 1992~13

62.' Carmel'lters also contend that cable' coverage of college football
games Sups:>lements broadcast coverage. For exanple, Big East, states that it
has sought cable carriage irt areas where it has difficulty securing broadcast
coverage, and that it gives priority to broadcast coverage of its "Game of
the week. ,,140 Viacan subnits that its affiliate, Prime Sports, telecasts
live Pac-10 games that are not part of the Pac-10 broadcast agreement and
tape-delayed replays of other games. Pri.meSports also offers a four-game

136 capcities/AOC caments at 3-4.

137 Viacan CCJtments at 3-4.

138 In gA y. Board of f.eWlts of the Yniyersity of Oklahgna, 468 U.S.
85 (1984), the United States SUpreme Court invalidated the oc.M's football
telecasting agreements on antitrust grounds.

139 N:TA Comments at 20-22.

140 Big East caments at 5-6.
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p!Klt... of ,tootball qaaes tXQll\ the B1,9 ,Sky COOferenc:e, which Viacan believes
.. QOt P"rioualy avai1lble ClI\~ television. 141 Southwest
~Q notes that the te1AIv1sicn rights tor games that He not covered by
tbe (ft .~It an syncl1cated to broack:ast stations msubnits that those
~,an~ tape-delayecl on a cable sports network. ,

63. , oat. mgarding national college football ,telecasts are attached in
~ 0, awts 11 am 12. ~ 12~ that 27 college football games
were natioaally broadcast in 1987 and. that 67 games~ nationally btoadcast
in 1992, an increase of .148 percent. During the same period, the rnJ'II)er of
qameashoWn on national ~le television increa8led. fran 54 to 192 (256
peroeOt). we have not z:eceivecl sufficient info11lll!ltiCll\ to CCIIPile a carplete
chart regardinq local college football telecasts. ~le a few teams have
sutmitteel specific data regar;di.ng the rutb!r of games broadcast on loeal
teleVision stations, we do npt believe, that we,can draw any CQ'lClusions fran
that _sporadic infomation. It would be,helpful it we were provided -aggregate
data for the majqr coofennces. For exanpJ.e, _believe that the total
rud:ler of and ratings for CFA games telecast by local broadcasters and cable
q:Jerators would be probative as to the eXistence and likelihood of migration
of games fran broadcast to cable, as would data fran other conferences such
as the Pac-10 and Big 10.

3. Collerje basJretbal 1

64. The prclQ:)tion am regulation of college basketball is primarily
governed by 'lOA, wtUch claSsifies RII!IIt)er irt$titutions as Division I, II or
III. teA meatler institutions' sponsor~tely800 men's basketball
teams and $00 ~' s basketball teams; there He cun:ently 299 institutions
in Division I, 220 in Divisial II and 313 in Division III. The college
basketball eventmst widely televised and which generates the most public
interest i$ the N::AA chanpicnship tOl1n18lllent for Division I men's basketball.
The sinqle-el.imi.nation tou.mament consists of 64 teams; 30 of the 64 berths
are reserved for conference cl1aItpions, and the rest are selected by
invitation. PursUant to !OA's 'ca1tract with CBS, the first two rounds of
the toumament are broadcast regionally by local CBS affili~es and
subsequent roundS are broadcast nationally on'the network.

65. Because all the games of the N:M men's basketball toumament are
shown on broadcast television, it &R*lrs that there has been little or no
migration of college basketball to cable. In.ieed, sane carmenters contend
that the~ tow:nament is an exarrple of "~se migration" in that early
round games had previously been telecast on ESPN.144 Carmenters also argue
that other college basketball events are primarily shown on broadcast

141 Viacan carments at 8.

142 Southwest Conference Ccmnents at 2-3.

143~ carments at 8-11.

144 .s=, ~, ~ Carments at 6; lCTA carments at 22.
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television. For --.le, Big East~ that more of its games are
curxwJtly carried on~ television than were earriec:l five years ago.
It S\Dits that Big East llBl'S basketball~aritel~p.1rSUar1t to a
t.hree-tiC'8d distribltion plan - (1) Ilaticml ant1 regiooal network telec::asts
em~; (2) saDe regular ..sen'games (Xl ESPN; and (3) sane regular seaScm
and post-sessa'l g:III8IIavai]~ for diatri1::lUtion thrQugh the Big East
TelAwision Network, first' to broadcast television and then to regional
cable.:J.45· 1Cl'A subaits that the tbx'ee~ networks'maintain the first
choioeof basketball~ involIW' the major college calferenoeS in
actlition to the lOA tQUmlllBlt. SQuthwest Cooferencenotes that its
~~~lYdiatribJtea '~~~tlo'~4stationsand
'~y "V_loY"':I ,911QB8 to 'ESPN or a ~.. e network. l 7 ,

66.. Data regarding national college basketball telecaSts are, attaebed
in'~C, Q1arts 13'and 14. we have not receiver:i S\1fficient. information
to CCilI>ile a CCIIPlete chart~ local, college basketball telecasts. As
in the case 'of coJ.lege football, weneedactJiJ:.ion¥ .data~ the total
nuar,,'of and ratings for local~s 8nd cablecasts of the roore widely
popular college buketball teams. For exanple, aggx:egate data regarding
local telecasts of~ Division I-A. outSide of the lOA Tow:nament
would greatly facilitate our analysis.

G. QUm: SPP'tI

67.' '!be NQtigl invit...r oc:umenters to ackkess tb8 telecasting of sports
in acttition to the :c"ii~tesaiCM1andtwo college SPOrts that were the
focus of our irqui.ry.' ' cable, amco~ caaienters sutmit that
naticml and tegi.cIlal cable sports ,netwotJcs pxovide' coverage of a wide
variet.y of pxev!oualy unteleYiaeci prot_iaw. and aaateur sporting events.
O:mi~S'SJ)8Cifically mnticm, socoer,box!nq, ,~, golf, yacht racing,
aUto racing, laCrosse, voll~l, ~inq, I sJciing, skating, bQwling, tennis,
horse racing, fishing and huntinq, cycJ.ing,. billiards,boclyb.1ilc:Sinq, WQI8t1' s
basketball" smaller ca'lfenrne men' s~ and football, track and
field, ~,anddiving, wrestling,gyDIlaStics, college baseball, college
hockey, semi-professional 00Ckey, sottball, field hockey and various high

145 Big East caments at 2-5.

146 tCTA eatiIWlts at 22-23. .
,

147 SOUthwest COnference Ccmnents at 3-4.

148 we note that·, the Big East Conference subnitted data regarding Big
East men's basketball games broadcast locally ip 1987-88 ard 1992-93. Big
East subnits that in 1987-88, 16 broadcast stations televised a total of 119
games, and in 1992-93, 15 stations televised a total of 146 games. Big East
caments at 4,~ A. It would be helpful to know the total ll\ll\'ber of
Big East games played during those seasons.

149 Notice at 1493.
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ec:taoolsports events.15O In actiition, camenters subnit that cable networks

=ingSPO~~i~=,C:S~outO:~~~I~~lpr:r, OCTA
notes. that ESPN has covered special events~ as ~ NFL draft, Baseball
Hall of Fame i.nd1ctions and spring' training'. "

68. In addition, a nt.I1'iJer of cannenters specifically mention the
decline of professional boxi.ng 00 broadcast television. capcities/ABC agrees

. that boxing has essentially DDVed fran broadcast to cable and other
subscriptioo services, .b.1t argues that boxing has a IOOre specialized audience
than the other sports listed. in the NQtic;e ancLthat it cioeS not have as
extensive a history on broadcast televisioo.1S3 N:TA asserts that boxing was

~e~~er~~:~~~~~ ~~et~~;':til:\~S
Similarly, Time Namer sutmits that ~e CBS and 18: will not air any fights
in 1993 and~ is scheci1led to air five, ~, ESPN, Showt;.ime and USA will
CQllectively,telecast IOOre than 70 fights. Similarly, Viacan· asserts that
~ is televised natiooally 00 Showtime, HBO, USA and ESPN and locally on
regional cable networks such as MSG Net'WOrk, Sportschannel America,
Sportschannel and Prime Ticket. Viacan subnits that "big event" fights,
which its Showti.me Event Televisioo offers 00 a pay-per-view basis, were
previ~~ shown 00 closed circuit television for a fee in a theater or
arena.

69. The ,1992 cable kt directs the camdssion to "analyze the $Xtent to
which preclusive 'contracts between college athletic cont:erences and video
progr8ll1l1irq venQ:)rs have artificially and unfairly restricted the $UPPly of
the sporti..na events of local colleges for broadcast on local telEIVision
stations. ,,151 The Act defines a "preclusive contract" as a contract that

150 S. A1C CCIlments at 12-16; N:r. CCIlments at 3-4; Big East Ccmnents at
5; loISG carments at 21-22; N:TA Ccmrents at 5; Southwest Conference carments
·at 4; T~ wamer caments at 35-36; U1i.ve~ity of Pittsburgh Ccmnents at 1-
2; Viacan carments at 9-10.

151 MSG Ccmnents at 21; A1C caements at 15-16.

152 N:TA CeJlllents at 6.

153 capcities/AOC Ccmrents at 3 n.4.

154 N:TA eatments at 5.

155 Time wamer carments at 34-36.

156 Viacan Ccmnents at 4-6.

157 1992 cable Act, section 26 (c) (1) .

31



prohibits a local television station freD PJ:e88:1ting either a live local
a>llege event that is not carried live by any local cable syste, or a tape
dela~ .local co~8'*\t that is not carried, live or tape-dalayed, by a
local.~. sy8t8Il.We pointed out in the NQtis» that. sane ccntrIIcts
~ween collegiate athletic confCWlO8ll and video~ verx:bra may
effectively preclude local television stations franClbtainin;' rights to
broacIcast local college football or baskstball· games not being telecast by
the cable sports channel. The Ngtige z:equested infomaticn regaxd1.nq
contracts between college eonf~ and video programing vendors,
inclucling, if ~iate, the broacIcastnetworks and indivi<i1al broacIcast
stations. we also asked whether them is a significant camection between
preclusive contracts· and migration of games to cable, and~ ·CQlmant on
the econanic and social consequences of preclusive contracts.

70. carmenters'~ regaxd1.nq pxeclusive contracts focus on
college football. IN'lV and PIRU Broadcasting contend that the video
distril:::lUt.ion contracts between the college football conferences, including
the C'.'F.l JlI!IIt)er .conferences, and AF!C, ESPN am i'8gi.otla1 cable sports networks,
effectively preClude local broadcasters fran carrying college football games
of interest to their vier.oJers. NAB and East carolina University also suggest
that preclusive contracts have pmvented the broadcast of certain college
football gaines .160

71. The precise interplay between the various contracts is difficult to
discem fran the carments. In general, IN'IV su1:mits that the major college
football conferences, including the Biq 10, Pac 10 and C!'A, have entered into
caltracts with AF!C and ESPN (which is owned by ABC) that reserve the most
deSirable time slots for AF!C and ESPN telecasts and that prohibit conference
~ fran televising games q:posite AF!C and ESPN telecasts. IN'IV contends
that the net effect of these contracts is to prevent indiVidual stations or
groups Of stations fran contracting separately with individual schools to
televise games of local or regional interest during the most popular saturday
aftemoon viewing periods. Further, IN'lV argues, regional cable sports
channels have made similar telecasting arrangenents with various college
athletic conferences. IN'IV notes that there are essentially two three-and
one-half hour windows for broadcasting games live on saturday aftemoons. It
asserts that stations that are prevented fran broadcasting games during those
time periods by virtue of conference telecasting arrangements ImJst convince
the school to play the game during another time period, ImJst show the game on
a tape-del~ basis or nust atterrpt to sublicense games from regional sports
channels.

158 la., section 26 (c) (2).

159 NOtice at 1497.

160 ~, IN'IV carments at 6-17; IN'IV Feply at 9-24; Pawas Feply at 4-8;
NAB carments at 2-3; FCU Feply at 1.

161 IN'IV carments at 7-9, 10 n.4.
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72. Parties involved in exclusive contracts argue that they are not
~U8ive" as defined by section 26 (c) (2), and that such contracts benefit
all parties involved and the public. cap:ities/AB:, en and ESPN sutmit that
their football telecast:inq contractS are not preclusive because they per:mit
broadcast .stations servirl9 the marJcets of the eatpeting ~&20 televise
gaaes at any time, including' ciJr;Lnq the exclusivity windows. IN'IV
contendS, hoNever, that this baI8 market exception is of no value in that ABC
and~ IIlaY select which CJIII*Sto telecast as late as 12 days prior to the
game. IN'1V argues that 12 dava'- notice is not sufficient for a local station
to produce and market a· game.l63 Parties S\JRX)rtinq exclusivity also contend
that sports exclusivity provisions are CCilll'lOn, that they enable program
prcxiJcers to pt:'OVide a unique product to ~isers and the p.Jblic and that
they praoote ptogLam quality and diversity. In this regard, capcities/ABC
argues that by increasing the value of its telecasts to advertisers, .
exclusivity provisions enhanc:e its abilitY1i§ carpete against cable in
bicXi:inq for rights to other sports events.

73. Further, capcities/A9C contends that the tem "video progranminq
vencX>rs" as used in the 1992 Cable Act refers to cable progranminq networks
and~ to broadcast networks. .It subnits that because all games televised
p,trsuant to its contract with the CFA are sbown~ television, its
contract cannot be said to ecnstitute migration. Ck1 the other hand, APe
asserts that the definition of viQeo programninq vendors should not be
limited. to cable networks. Ale contends that to the extent that broadcasters
sell advertising and may negotiate for retransilissioo consent payments, they
may be classified ~ videQ programning vefd)rs. for putpOSeS of the statute.
APe argues that even if network broadcasters were outside the definition of
video progranming vendors, their contract practices are relevant to
detenniirl.ng t;he ~eness and calpetitive effects of cable networks'
contract practices.

74. In order to prq»rly carry out the directi". of the statute, we
believe it neces~ry to examine the contract practices of broadcasters as
well as cable programners. 1IU.le capcities/~ is qarrect that the
legislative history refers to "contracts between cable sports channels and.

162 ~ities/AOC eatments at 11; ~ties/AOCReply at 1-2; CFA Reply
at 1; ESPN Ccmnents at 11.

163 INTV Reply at 14 ri.20.

164~ C'apCities/ABC carments at 11-12; ESPN carments at 10-11;
University of PittsOOrgh Reply at 2.

165 ~ities/AOC CcXlIrents at 12.

166 ~ities/ABC carments at 7-9; ~ities/ABCReply at 1-2.

167 APe carments at 11.
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college athletic conferendes, "168 the statUte· refers to "video prognnming
vendors" without. further categorization ~ We conclude that the teJ:m "video
progranming vencmW ref$rS to any provider of video proqranm1n.g, not 1ust
cable entities, and therefore includes a bz'oadcast network such as ABC.1II
We further note that the recorc;l o!this~ indicates that the
CCIltracts with which brOadcasters primarilytaJce issue are tho. between Me
and the variOUS college football confemnoes, particularly erA. Broadcasters
axe al$O concemedabout contracts between college football confexenoes and.
~, which is owned ~ CapCities/m::. Because broack:asters argue that these
CCIltracts .~ "artificially and unfai~ly ±estrieted the Sl.Q)ly of the
sporting~s of local 'colleges for, broadcast on' loCal television
stations, W such contracts axe' directly nUevant to our COngressioMlly
mandated analysis of preclusive contracts and will be carefully evaluated.

75. At this point, we do not have sufficient infonnation to make
specific recannendations to COngress regarding the existence, prevalence and
legality of preclusive contracts. We do believe, however, that the issue
warrants' further investigation, and we intend to include it in our
fOJ:'thcatlnq fUrther nice af Ingu i tY. It would be helpful for CCl'IIl8llters to
diagrcn how the' various cont.rae:tS ~e. For exanple, the exact times of
the' O'AIMe' and CFA/ESPN exclusive windows axe not~, although it is
clear'that they awly during the aftemoon and early evening hours on
~ys. The specific teams and conferences involved in exclusive
~ are likewise not~, nor is it clear bow often teams fran
diffC'ent conf~'play, each'ather and how the various exclusive contracts
operate when teams fran diffetent cionfexences play each other.

76. In aa1itioo, it WOUld be helpful for broadcasters to d:lScuss their
difficulty "in aoqd.ring rights to bane 9ames of local college teams
separately fran their experiences in acquiring rights to other genes .171 It
8R*U"S that broadcast~,arepr~ily ccncerned with. the ability of As: and.
ESPN to dedide which games' to telecast on 12 days' notice, which they argue
effectively Precludes them 'franbroadcastinq games of local teams. In
info%lll$l diseussiCl1 withcamdssien staff, prq:ldnents of the 12-day notice
have argued that the arrangeluent' provides Me and ESPN with maxinun
flexll:>ility to select the games and. teams of IOOst imrediate interest, and.

,

168.s. camdtte on Energy and camerce, u.s. House of Representatives,
H.R. Rep. No. 102-628, 102d Cong., 2d sess., at 125-26 lHcz!1. Report) •

169 We note that for pur;po$8S of section 616 of the 1992 Cable Act, the
tezm "video progxamning vendor- is defined as Ita 'person engaged in the
production, creation, or wholesale distribution of video prograrmdnq for
sale. " 47 U.5.C. Section 536 (b) •

170 1992 Cable Act, section 26 (c) (1).

171 We note that there is dispute over 'what games should be considered
"local. " tbile the As: and. ESPN contracts define a local game as a bane game
involving a team whose school is based in the ADI of the broadcast station in
question, IN'lV advocates a broader definition. = IN'1V carments at 15-16.
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that such scheduling flextbility ~fits fans and schools by maximizing
exposure to i.nportant g-.. 'lb8y contend that in lOOSt cases, the games that
wUlbechosen by~ and ISPN ax- readily predictable long before the garre
is fo:cnal~y selected. In .. caees, hcM!ver, they sukrnit that it may not
becx:me.~until late in the ...son that a particular garre may detemine
a conference chanpion or 1lBY .affeet national ranking. Broadcasters will be
asked 1;.0 a<tiress this~. in subsequent rounds of this proceecli.ng. They
will also be asked to make specific xecc:mnendations regarding how 1IUCh
advance notice is c:ptimal to enable a broadcaster to coordinat;e and pratOte
its telecast of a particular game •

technolOgies,/Suspect _0 1 Tf
0.1349 Tc1122708 173.3822 126.549 348.7ble



networks. 17' Similarly, .... sutmits that its camdssia-.r has assured
Congi'ess that broedcast'television will remain the key method of distrituticn
for NM buketball, noting ~~icnal value of having ev.tts available
to all televisicn househOlds. Time Wunerllkewise predicts that the
~ Bowl and World Series will l8II8in <X\ broedcast t8leVi.sion as the result
of their large mass audience 8IPal, as well as fan goodwill and political

=i=w~=~~~e:l~fat~~~~~irOther
CUI'.&ters, however, are ooocemed that aeYeral, if not all, major sports

.=i~:n~~7jf1 =-=l;~~s;:,:~~,~y:~
its desire to purchase a pacJc.age of five or six regular sellSa1 tm, and
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the purchase of sports prugranming riqhts. 184 Sect:":m 6 permits broadcasters
to elect retransmission consent or must-carry status in their local markets
and, if they elti retransmission consent, to negotiate coopensaticn for
cable carriage. Sate ccmnenters further sul:Jnit that broadcasters'
bargai.ninq power is enhanced by the must-carry, progr~ ~ccess, rate
regulation and ownership provisions ot the 1992 cable Act. 8 IN'IV, however,
doubts that retransmission consent fees will significantly benefit
broadcasters in the sports programning context. It contends that many of the
statiOI¥S seeking to accpire sports prograrrming are independents, and are thus
unlikely to obtain significant retransmission consent fees. IN'IV also argues
that because there may be several broadcast stat~ons in an al"ea but only one
cable operator, monopoly cable operators will be in a position tO~lay one
station against another to keep rt:transmission conSbnt f~s Ivw. 1

82. Antitrust exenption. we pointed out in the Notice that the Sports
Broadcasting Act of 1961, 15 U.S.C. sections 1291-95, exerpts from the
antitrust laws joint agreements aroong professional sports teams in the NFL,
NBA, NHL and MLB 1;:.hat permit the leagues to sell telecasting rights on
behalf of individual menber teams. we noted that MI..B also benefits from a
separate, rrore general antitrust exenption. we sought ccmnent on the extent
to which sports distdbution contracts would be different absent the
antitrust exenption, and suggested that any regulation in this area might be
directed at sports teams and leagues rather than the media to which they
sell telecasting rights .188 The few ccmnenters addressing this issue assert
that the Sports Broadcasting Act ensures widespread availability of
professional sporting events to the viewing public by pennitting leagues to
offer coordinated television packages without legal obstacles. They also
contend that shared revenues generated through television contracts have
allowed for league expansion, which has lead to a greater nurrber ~Ag9'arres
telecast., They accordingly do not recamend revision of the Act.', '

184 ~, ~, CBS Catments at 13; NFA Ccmnents at 28-29; MLB Conments
at 9 n.4; tCI'A Reply at 5-7; Rainbow <:aments at 8-9.

185 ~47 U.S.C. section 325 (b) .

186~ N:'I'A Peply at 5-7; ~inbow Ccmnents at 8-9; Time Warner caments
at 40-46.

187 IN'lV Reply at 5-6. While we cannot predict the effect that
retransmission consent rights will have on the broadcasting of sports events,
we note that sane sports prograrrming can be quite valuable and rray enable a
station to carmand considerable retransmission consent fees. Ri;transrnission
consent payments will be detennined by the value of the prograrrming and not
by the network affiliation, or lack of affiliation, of the broadcast station.

188 Notice at 1496 & n.28.

189~ NBA ccxrm:mts at 18-19; NFL Corrments at 31-32; NHL eomnents at
19; NHL Reply at 9; ~ illQ capcities/ABC Corrments at 6 (the antitrust
exenption benefits broadcasters by enabling leagues to efficiently assemble
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VI. RBDII!Zt:aTI(H; AM) c:x:H::lmI(H;

83. The majority of oamerlters abldt that the record of this
proceeding does not warrant any legiSlative l8CQ\1ietdatiODS or mgulatotY
action with respect to migration of spOrts progranminq. 90 Further, MIa
contends that ciro.Jl\StanCeS have not materially changed since the District of
Collmbia Court of AR:Jeals invalidated the Ccmnission's prior anti-si~
rules in Hgpe Box Qtqit' Inc;, v, rg;, 567 !'.2d 9 (D.C. eir. 1977), gu;t.
denied, 434 U.S. 829. capcities/Aa: 'and NBC, however, suggest that the
camdssion might wish to consider narrowly tailoxed~ intervention
if pcpular and widely available sports eventS such as the SUper BoWl, the
World Series, the Olynpic Games and other chalIpiooship and playoff games
8R'8B%' in danger ~i2migratiD;;J to a subscription service, particularly a pay
per-view service.

84. Convei:sely, IN'lV recamends that the camdssion adcpt sports
s~ .rules •. It contends that the size and penetration of the cable

~~i==esextw:; :=~~a==~9~ant:i~r:~y
.J;)epartment of Telecarrm.mications and Energy. does not :recarrnend the adoption
of xegulations at this time, but urges the cemnission to establish a Sports
ProgranmingAdvisoxy Ccmnittee to analyze the ~s and consequences of

. migration trends and to foxnulate reccmnendations. It suggests that the
ccmnittee include govenynent Offici~s and representatives of the sports,
brQadcastiD;;J and cable incllstries. NFL and ~rt, however, that
establishment of such a carmittee is unnecessary I

." ri10
8'5:~' . AS we stated at the outset of this Interim P§;lort, we believe that

it would be premature for us to make specific reccmnendations at this time I

We will, however, offer our tentative findings based on the record currently
before us. There is no question that the nurrb!r of sports events shown on
cable television has increased since 1980 I It does not cq:pear, however, that

packages of games that will be attractive to viewers and. can be marketed
effectiv,aly to advertisers) I

190 .see, iWL" Daniel SCott Dunham CCllInents at 4; NFL CCllInents ~t 2-4;
MIa calmentS at 11-13, 19; 'Rainbow carments at 21-23; Time warner CCllInents at
38-39; Tribune <:arments at 8.

191 MLB Reply at 11-13.

192~ capcities/~' Cooments at 5-6; ~ eatments at 3-6.

193 INTV Comments at 28-32.

194 NYC cemnents at 2, 7.

195 NFL Cooments at 5-6; NHL Reply at 9.
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this i.naeased cable expo8Ute has led to a concanitant decrease in the nurt:ler
of' sporting ewnt. shoM1 on _br:oadcast. television; to the contrary, broadcast
apoew:e baa incteued in saue cases. 'l1le Ccmnissionhas 1009 been concerned
that widely pq1Ul.Ar sports~s remain available to the PJblic via free,
over-the-air te1e'Iision. Although the record cb!s not at this time reveal a
migratory tnOO towards ~e, either overall or in individual sports, we
rD:.e that we will explore these i~ in~ detail in our Filla! Report.
If we believe that the ~lability of sporting events to the p.1blic is in
jeqpardy, we will not h$Sitate to suggest correctiye legislation or to take
8R)rc:priate_regulatory action.

86. Regardinq the six sports that are the subject of our inquiry, the
record shows that NFL and college~l games have not migrated to cable
television and are in little· danger of doing -so. With respect to college
football, we do not believe that games previously available to broadcast
television have roovedto cable television, but we will make further inquiries
regardi.ng preclusive contracts between college football conferences and video
programning yendors, includingbroaqca$ters. S~larly, it appears that
migration of NBA, _MIS and NHL games' has not takeriplace at the national
level, and, while sane NBA" MIa and NHL ~s have rooved to cable in sane
local· markets, it~ that local migration- has been isolated and
relatively slight. The Ccmnissi6n will nonetheless closely monitor migration
trends at the local level for basketball, baseball and hockey before issuing
its Final ~¢. ,we obsex:ve that the market factors with resPect to
professional hockey progranming ~y differ x:elative to professional football,
basketball or baseball due to considerably f~ national viewing Choiees
over the relevant time period. 'lhus, roost viewing choices are limited to
local programning for regular season and roost playoff games and the local
rating nurt:lers are conceivablY ba~ on unique market dynamics. As a result,
the general findings regardi.ng rriigraticin for professional hockey could differ
fX"('.ln ,our findings regardi.ng other sports. we invite coomenters to discuss
these initial inpressioosupal release of our Further NQtice of Inguizy in
this proceeding. " , ,

VII. DATA oor;rR:TI~ ~ FINM, REP<m

87. Pursuant to section 26 of the statute, the camdssion trUSt issue a
Final Report on this subject on Qr. before July 1, 1994. In anticipation of
our Final Report, we interx:l to issue a Further Notice Qf Trguiry in late 1993
or early 1994 in order to Pminit carmenters to \lPdate the infomation
already su1:Jni.tted. In addition, while the reoerd of this proceeding reflects
a great deal of infomation regardi.ng distrib1tion Qf sports progranrning, a
few areas warrant further carment. For exanple, trade reports indicate that
the broadcasting arrangment MLB has negotiated with AEC and !B: for next
season will change the way reaular season ganes are telecast, and will revise
the MLB playoff schedule.196 ~NHL has likewise announced a reconfiguratiQn of
its league structure and playQff schedule, and NBA has negotiated a revised
broadcasting arrangem=nt with NBC. There is alsQ sone question as to ESPN' s

196 .s= note 83, ~.
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Mute involvsent in the telecastinq of professional baseball. We intend to
seek. f\u:ther caaneut on these~s as they axe finalized. Further,
as d1scussec1 in section IV, ,ILII';I, we· neeci IIOW infomation~
exclusiw contracts, particularly college football caJtracts, in o%der to
tully evaluate whether these arrangements ue preclusive with respect. to
local broIdc:asters. kfditic:Nl data regard.inq local telecasts of college
footballanc1 basJcetball would also be usetul,. as noted in section 111-1',
mma, as wauld information regard.inq the cost of subscribing to the various
cable services aentioned in the record. tltile we do not request specific
cae_it in reapcxlS8 to th:l.a Jnttrim Bsor!;, we raise these issues to prepare
ccmnenters to more. fully address them, along with other issues, in connection
with our fort.hcaninq Further Notice of Ing.ui:r;y.

VIn. JDIJlIIS'1Ml'IV IIM"1DS

88. '!'his. Interim &IlOrt is issued pursuant to authority ccmtained in
section 26 of the cable Television and CMs\Jner Protection and eatpetition
Act of 1992, Pub. L. No. 102-385, 106 Stat. 1460 (1992), and sections 4(i)
anc1403 of the camunications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. sections

. 154 (i), 403.

89. For further info~ion concerninq this proceeding, contact Jane
Hinckley. Halprin «202) 632-7792) or SCott Roberts «202) 632-6302), Policy
and Rules Division, Mass.Media Bureau.

IX. <RBUK; CDDSB

90 • IT IS aua:I) that the sec.retarY shall send copies of this InteQm
lW'prt; to the appropriate ccmni.ttees and subccmni.ttees of the tl'1ited States
House of ~tiveS and the United States senate.

F!DEIW.. c:x:MIJNICATI~ CCHaSSICN

1/;:/I;w1~
Willimn F. caton
~ .. secretazy
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APPJ!H)IX A
secti.m 26 of 1992 Qthle Act

~. 26. SPCRl'S~ MIGPATlOO STtDY AND REI?CR1'.
Cal study Required. --'ftle Federal camunications camu.ssioo shall conduct

an oogoing study 00 the carriage of local, reg'iooal, and natiooal sports
prograll'IId.ng by broadcast stations, cable progranming networks, and pay~
Yiew services. The study shall investigate and analyze, on a sport-by-
sport basis, trerxis in the migration of such progranming fr:an carriage by
broadcast stations to carriage over cable procp:anmi.ng networks and pay~
view systems, including the econani.c causes and the econanic and social
consequences of such trerxis.

(b). Report on Study. -The Federal Cam'lmications Ccmnission shall, on or
before July 1, 1993, and July 1, 1994, subnit an interim and a final report,
respectively, on the results of the study required by subsection (a) to the
carmittee on Energy and camerce of the House of Representatives and the
Ccmnittee on camerce, SCience, and Transportation of the senate. SUch
reports shall include a statement of the results, on a sport-by-sport ba$is,
of the analysis of the trends required by subsection (a) and such legislative
or regulatory recarmendations as the Ccmnission considers awropriate.

(c) Analysis of Preclusive Contracts Required.-
(1) Analysis required.--In conducting the study required by

subsection (a), the Ccmnission shall analyze the extent to which
preclusive contracts between college athletic conferences and video
progranming vendors have artificially and unfairly restricted the stJR>ly
of the sporting events of local colleges for broadcast on local
television stations. In conducting such analysis, the Ccmnission shall
consult with the Attomey General to detennine whether and to what
extent such preclusive contracts are prohibited by existing statutes.
The reports required by subsection (b) shall include separate statements
of the .results of the analysis required by this subsection, together
with such recarmendations for legislation as the Ccmni.ssion considers
necessary and awropriate.

(2) Definition.-For pw:poses of this subsection, the term
"preclusive contractn includes any contract that prohibits--

(A) the live broadcast by a local television station of a
sporting event of a local college team that is not carried, on a
live basis, by aI:lY cable systan within the local carrm.mi.ty served
by such local tel~ision station; or

(B) the delayed broadcast by a local television station of a
sporting event of a local college team that is not carried, on a
live or delayed basis, by any cable system within the local
camu'li.ty served by such local television station.



J\PftJI)IX B
',iat of Q lilie ten

1. Affiliated Regional camunications, Ltd.
2. Association of Indeperdent. Television StatiCXlS, Inc.
3. Atlantic coast cootezence
4. Big East CCXlfexence/Biq East Foot):)a1l CClDferenoe
5. capital Cities/AB:, Inc.
6. Nicholas P. C'.essario
7. COllege Football Association
8. COlonial Athletic Association
9. COlorado Athletic Conference

10. COlorado State Uliversity
11. John M. Corothers
12. Daniel SCOtt Dunham
13. ESPN, Inc.
14 • Madison Square Garden Cozp.
15. Naticnal Association of Broadcasters
16. . Naticnal Basketball Association
17. National Broadcasting CO., Inc.
18. National cable Televisica Association, Inc.
19. Natiooal COllegiate Athletic Associaticn .
20. Naticaal Football Isague
21. National Hockey teague
22. New York City Department of Teleeamamications and Energy
23. Office of the camdssioner of Baseball
24. Pacific 10 COnference
25. Rainbow progranming Holdings, Inc.
26. SOUthland· Confemnce
27. SOUthwest Conference
28. Texas Special Olynpics
29. Time wamer EntertairJnent CO., L.P.
30. Tri.b.me Broadcasting CO.
31. 'l\1rner Broadcast.ing System, Inc.
32. united Video, Inc.
33. tkU.versity of Denver
34. university Interscholastic League
35. Viacan International, Inc.
36. Wireless cable Association International, Inc.
37 . Andrew Zinbalist



1. Affiliated Pegicmal caamieations, Inc.
2. Associatia\ ot Independent Televisioo Statiaus
3. Brigham Young thiversity
4. capital Cities/AB::, Inc.
5. CBS, Inc. . .
6. COllege Football Associatia\
7. East carolina thiversity.
8. Madi sal SquaJ:e Garden Cozporation
9. Natialal cable Televisicn Associatioo, Inc.

10. National Football I.-gue
11. Natialal Hockey league
12. Office of the Camdssiooer of Baseball
13. Pappas Telecasting CcIIpanies
14. Time warner Entertaime:nt eatpany, L.P.
15. Tribune BrocIdcasting eatpany
16. university of Alabama
17. tbiversity of Arltansas
18. university of Pittsb1rgh

%nJrimal. or $mlegrtal Q '''0Its

1. capital Cities/AB::
2. COllege Football Association (2 filings)
3. Dennis L. Donna
4. Mr. and Mrs. 'Dean Gani>le
5. Donald J. M..1eller
6. National Basketball Association (2 filings)
7. National Hockey league
8. Office of the camdssioner of Baseball (2 filings)
9. Tribune Broadcasting Catpany
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APfIII>IX c
. Qmt,7

NlIrber of Nl.J'ct)er of
Network1SUgerstatioo Subscribers 1992 ~ribers 1985

ESPN 60 million 37 million

USA 60 million 31 million

TBS 59 million 35 million

'!'NT 56 million (began 10188)

~ 38 million 17 million

BET 34 million 12 million

SportSOlannel America 18 million (began 1/89)

~ 13.5 million 5.6 million

WPIX 9.5 million 2.0 million

KTlA 5.2 million (began 3/88)

K'.M' 2.3 million 1.6 million
\

WSBK 0'.6 million (began 2/88)

Sources: 1992 data: National cable Television Association, caW Television
Deyelcpnents, Octcbr 1992, W. 1-C. td33-C. 1985 data: Brnart;ast;ing CAble
Yearbook 1987, p. E-10.



Q)art 2: aW1er of 1m.~ 'A!Jecast ... 'J!Jeir Ratings tea- All ReqJlar S co~ em <ES, Me, IEC, _ and 'Dll NetWQl~

Games on CBS II Games an 18: 2.1 ~ ooteCJI Games 00 ESI?N JI Games 00 'lNl' ~I
Smup) TeJegt:¢ Ratim Telecast Ratim Teleeast Batina Telecast Batim Telecast Ratiila

1980 27 15.3 20 20.3 30 14.7

1981 27 17.5 20 21.2 32 13.8

1982 17 RI 16.5 12 " 19.3 16 13.9

1983 27 16.7 12 17.4 27 12.5

1984 27 14.3 21- 16.1 27 12.1 -
1985 27 15.8 21 18.5 27 12.7

1986 27 15.2 21 17.6 27 12.4

1987 26 13.9 12 18.6 25 11.2 8 10·.6

1988 27 13.8 16 16.9 27 11.7 8 9.3

1989 27 13.8 16 18.1 27 11.1 8 10.2

1990 30 13.5 17 16.7 29 11.0 8 9,.8 8 7.0

1991 28 13.1 17 16.8 29 10.7 9 8.4 9 6.4

1992 30 13.0 17 16.8 29 11.2 9 8.4 9 6.9

J.I rns reply ccmnents,~ A.

2/ cap CitieslAOC CC:IIII&'1tS, Exhibit A.

JI NOC caments, Exhibit A.

JI E5[lN carments p. 3.

~I NFL calilentS, Exhibit D.

RI Players' strike shoJ:tens seasm.
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am:t 3: M.... of lE'L PlaJoff~ Telecast and '1beir lwenge Ratings
OIl CBS, ABC, and lEe

.·GBmea on CBS 11 Games on ABC ZI Games on NEe JI
:;em .Tfllegat¢ RAt1m TeJera". RAting TeJqt¢ Bating

1980 4 30.5 4 27.4.
1981 4 32.1 4 28.8

1982 5 26.0 (no data)

1983 4 26.1 4 21.0

1984 4 25.2 4 21.8

1985 4 27.1 4 23.8

1986 4 24.1 4 22.8

1987 4 24.9 4 23.9

1988 4 23.7 4 20.9

1989 4 21.4 4 22.1

1990 4 24.2 2 18.5 4 20.9

1991 4 25.1 2 19.2 4 23.0

1992 4 25.9 2 18.3 4 21.9

Includes wildcard, playoffs 8R1 CcI:lfe%W1Ce Chanpionship games bUt. not super Bowls.·

·11 CBS reply carments, 19)endix A.

2.1 cap eities/AB: caments, Exhibit A.

JI NEe cumentS, Exhibit A.
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a.rt of: Reglllar se&8Ol1 HIII:icma1 1& 'Ielecasts (Bn:+' -ast .a QIble)

sNeaD
No. ot 'Natic:ml TV No. ot Nat' 1 cable
Bmedc'8f' 1/ RatW Te"'r§sts .21 RatW

1980-1981 14 6.2 40 na

1,981-1982 19 6.0 40 na

1982-1983 7 6.7 80 na

1983-1984 9 6.3 80 2.0

1984-1985 11 6.4 55 2.0 Jl
1985-1986 12 7.1 55 2.2 J/

1986-1987 15 6.7 55 2.2

1987-1988 16 5.7 50 2.8

19"88-1989 16 5.8 55 2.3

1989-1990 16 5.2 51 1.9

1990-1991 22 4.7 51 1.8

1991-1992 24 4.8 51 1.8

1992-1993 14 .il 5.6 39 ~I 1.7

"" l:t",:,\/~, :1/ InclU(les,All-~ game ..

Zl Does not include games that were authorized for local broadcast and were
retransmitted for national distributioo on .superstations. Also, does not include
telecasts of All-Star weekend special" events.

J/ CD! game not included in average due to lost transmission•

.il Through March 14, 1993." NEe is scheduled to broadclst a total of 25 regular
season games.

~/ Through March 14, 1993. 'INT is scheduled to telecast a total of 51 regular
season games.

Note: CBS broadcast the games fran 1980-81 to 1989-90; NEe therafter. On cable,
the USA Network telecast the games fran 1980-81 to 1981-82; ESPN/USA fran 1982-83
to 1983-84; TBS from 1984-85 to 1988-89; 'INT therafter.

NBA cooments, Exh.:i.bits 3 and 4.
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No. of NatiCXla1 T'V No~ of .Nat' 1 cable
S"'KI1 " 't9ICk3'e. .d,ll" Tel'C'It·· Batirp

1980-1981 26 6.6 10 na

1981-1982 21 8.2 10 na

1982-1983 19 7.9 20 na

1983-1984 23 7.4 24 2.8

1984-1985 21 7.8 21 2.9

1985-1986 21 8.7 20 3.8

1986-1987 22 9.5 24 3.7

1987-1988 26 9.4 31 4.4

1988-1989 ,20 8.7 26 4.2

1989-1990 ,·26 8.3 30 3.6

1990-1991 ,24 8.6 34 3.3

1991-1992 28 8.7 37 3.0 .

1992-1993 na na na na

* Does not include games that wexe authorized for local broadCast and were
retransnitted for national distrib1tien en ~iorus. '

Note: CBS broack:ast the games fran 1980-81 to. 1989-90;, tee .theraftt!l"• On cable,
the USA Network telecast the games frail 1980-81 to 1981';'82; ESPNIUSA fran 1982-83
to 1983-84; TBS fram 1984-85 to 1988-89; TNT therafter.

NBA carrrents, Exhibits 3 and 4.
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<---:--Regular Season--> <------Post-5eason--->
Iocal/Peq'l ux:al1Fs9' 1 Local/Re;' 1 Local/Reg'l

3e"00 Bmo"c''¢* ~ "medM't ~

1981-1982 494 329 na na

1982-1983 465 570 21 14

1983-1984** 486 502 60 31

1984-1985 461 629 46 24

1985-1986 523 543 44 28

1986-1987 563 520 59 22

1987-1988 582 577 46 38

1988-1989 710 634 44 29

1989-1990 716 779 4S 39

1990-1991 709 914' S2 27

1991-1992 700 910 47 42

1992-1993 736 922 .-.
* For this chart, superstatlon games have only been accounted for asbJ:'oadcasts in

,the .1oca1 ..~ Of. the team carried by~ superstaticm.
" .c '," ... , ....,-"',4'-. ~> ' ," ';: : ". <- .. 'i, ,\<,~

** First year of~ playOff fomat~

1m CQ~; E2d1ibits 1 and; 2~.;
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a.rt 1: NIItiaal IIljar x.... Bleeba11 '18leri.si.oo Broatrasts (1980-1~l

No,.o~ ~ar Average ~ting No. of Post- Average Rating/
seem &arm r.. Poi P§u1A[ Gag SfflU¥Jl 'Gags PQ§t-&a'OO Gag!

1980 52 8.0 14 25.5

1981 38 6.7 14 21.4

1982 63 8.7 16 22.2

1983 63 7.9 13 17.8

1984 52 7.3 13 18.6

1985 51 7.4 20
~ i

19.0

1986 68 6.0 20 ~ 20.2

1987 48 7.2 19 18.1

1988 48 6.4 16 17.2

1989 46 5.6 14 14.3

1990 16 4.7 14 14.2

1991 16 . ,4.0 19 16.3

1992 16 3.4 19 ·13.6

N:>TE: Fran 1980 to 1990, ABC and lB: broadcast national games; CBS thereat'ter.

ABC CCilments, Exhibit A; lB: CXiiilents, Exhibit C and CBS reply eatments, AJ;:pend1x
A.
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